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REMARKS 

Please find attached hereto, a Supplemental Appeal Brief to replace an Appeal Brief 
originally filed on November 5, 2008, and also to replace two amendments thereto filed in 
Responses to Notifications of Non-Compliant Appeal Briefs filed on April 27, 2009 and July 17, 
2009. 

The attached Supplemental Appeal Brief makes changes to page 21 of 21 from that filed 
in the most recent Response to Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal Brief filed on July 17, 
2009. Page 21 of 21, in section ix, now indicates no evidence. 

The attached Supplemental Appeal Brief also makes current an Internet address of a web 
link shown at the bottom of page 6 of 2 1 . Subject matter at the new link is substantially the same 
as subject matter at the old and no longer current link. Furthermore, page 1 of 1 is amended to 
summarize the history of the Appeal Brief. No other changes are made. 

Telephone Interview Summary 

Applicant's Attorney would like to thank Examiner Ngo for the courtesy extended during 
a telephone interview on November 6, 2009. During the interview, it was discussed that the 
Notification dated October 29, 2009 is the third Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal Brief. It 
was discussed that cases cited by the Applicants in the Appeal Brief are not references 
considered by the Examiner, but are cited cases concerning points of law. It was agreed that 
these citations would remain in the text of the Appeal Brief, but would not be presented in the 
Evidence section, section ix. It was also agreed that a web page mentioned on page 6 should not 
be listed as evidence, since it was not listed on an IDS during prosecution. Applicants have 
made all agreed changes in the Supplemental Appeal Brief filed herewith. 

Applicant's Attorney pointed out that the Evidence section, section ix, of the 
Supplemental Appeal Brief filed herewith is in the same form as originally filed on November 5, 
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2008. Applicants respectfully submit that this Appeal Brief is in correct form and request that it 
be sent to the Appeal Board. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of any additional fees 
associated with this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 500845. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: /\J f ? \/' ^ JJfi^j Daly, Crowley, Mofford & Durkee, LLP 



Kermit Robinson 
Reg. No. 48,734 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
3 54 A Turnpike Street, Suite 301 A 
Canton, MA 02021-2714 
Tel.: (781) 401-9988, Ext. 124 
Fax: (781)401-9966 
kr@dc-m.com 



Attachments: 

1) Supplemental Appeal Brief with pages 1-21 



136051.doc 
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